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plain, it \vould appear that every one ought to take some
share in it, according to his powers: some working with
the head, some with the hands; but all acknowledging
idleness and slavery to be alike immoral. And, as to the
remuneration, he said, as he had said before in Unto This
Last, Justice demands that equal energy expended should
bring equal reward. He did not consider it justice to cry
out for the equalisation of incomes,* for some are sure to
be more diligent and saving than others ; some work
involves a great preliminary expenditure of energy in
qualifying the worker, as contrasted with unskilled labour.
But he did not allow that the possession of capital entitled
a man to unearned increment; and he thought that, in
a community where a truly civilised morality was highly
developed, the general sense of society would recognise an
average standard of work and an average standard of pay
for each class. Where all took their share, many hands
would make light work. Where all received their fair
reward, although absolute equality would be impossible,
great inequality could not prevail, and the struggle for life
would be minimised.

Such was his first suggestion for an organisation of
labour, extremely ridiculous twenty-five years ago ; not
quite so ridiculous now.f Though it demands a higher
state of public morality than we can attain in a moment,

* Though in Time and Tide, Letter II,, he approved the idea of a
maximum limit to incomes.

t It will be worth the reader's while to compare these views of
Mr. Riiskin's with the clearer-headed of the modern Socialists, such as
Dr. Albert Schaffle, former Minister of Finance in Austria, of whose
Quintessence of Socialism (Eng. tr., Sonnenschein, 1891, 2s. 6rf.) M. De
Laveleye said it was the only publication he knew that explained
the scheme of collectivism and treated it in a scientific way.

